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Page 1-4. Section 1.4.3. Please explain why the contamination in
the yard will not be a part of this work effort.

In addition, the IEPA has the following comments:

Page 1-2. Last paragraph. This sentence should read: "The cleanup
criteria outlined in the ROD March 30, 1990, as defined by the
USEPA requires the removal of all visual contamination from
alleyways, driveways, etc., backfilled if necessary, and paved,..."

Also the document contains numerous references to the "USEPA’s on-
site representative to determine the limits of the excavation."
Has it been determined "who" and "how" this methodology will be
implemented to maintain consistency throughout the project?

Outstanding Health and Safety Plan comments are as follows:

F. Site Control. Site emergency communications have not been
adequately addressed.

H. Emergency Response/Contingehcy Planning. The 1local Fire
Department has apparently not been notified concerning possible
site contaminants and site operations.

The maps provided did not clearly show the verified route to St.
Elizabeth Medical Center.

Written directions describing the verified route to the Medical
Center were not provided. :

I. Confined Space Entry. It seems that confined space entry will
not be encountered at this site. If so a short statement should be
included confirming this fact.



